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1 The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 12, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Higuchi et al (see Figs. 3, 6 and 23-25; col. 10, lines 9-41). 
Higuchi et al discloses the instant method of making a transflector from a transparent 
substrate wherein a reflective coating is applied to first surface areas (step faces 12a) to 
reflect ambient light but not on second surface areas (step differentiating faces 12b) so 
that these transmit light from backlight 15. This is done by the "line of site" coating set 
forth in instant claim 13 — see Figure 3. 

2.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Higuchi et al. 

Higuchi et al discloses the basic claimed method as set forth in paragraph 1 supra 



lacking essentially the aspects of hot stamping the reflective coating, forming 
deformities on the other side of the substrate and applying an antireflection coating to 
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the second surface areas. It is submitted that hot stamping of reflective coatings is well 
known and would have been an obvious feature in lieu of the line of site coating taught 
in the applied reference dependent on ease of stamping vis-a-vis ease of deposition 
coating. It is within the skill level of the art to employ alternate, known methods to coat 
or selectively coat a substrate. Further, the latter two aspects would have been obvious 
features in the process of Higuchi et al to facilitate the distribution of light from the 
backlight out through the second surface areas. 

3. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Higuchi et al in view of Wu (see abstract; 4e and 4f in Figs. 3 and 5). 

Higuchi et al discloses the basic claimed method of making a transflector lacking 
essentially the aspect of texturing the second surfaces and forming optical shapes 
thereon. Wu teaches a light panel wherein surfaces corresponding to the second 
surfaces of Higuchi et al have depressions 4f to aid in light dispersion, the light coming 
from a backlight. These depressions would constitute the instant texturing and optical 
shapes set forth in claims 16 and 17. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to have modified the transflector making method of the primary reference as 
taught by Wu to facilitate in light dispersion from the backlight. 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In view of the new grounds of rejection, applicant's comments directed to previously 
applied PCT -009 and Akins et al are now not in point. Needless to say, currently 
applied Higuchi et al unambiguously teaches the instant invention as set forth in claims 



Application/Control Number: 10/683,630 



Page 4 



Art Unit: 1791 

12, 13 and 15 and hence constitutes a better reference than either of the references 
previously applied. 

5.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1176. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M. Vargot 

December 10, 2007 
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